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Coastal.  Zong  Kanap,emerit  - An  Cverviev; 

The  Coastal  Zone  Management  Act  of  1972  (P . L.  92-.583)  oncouranes  and 
C'..  funding  to  coastal  states  to  develop  and  implement  management 
programs  v.itxch  insure,  the  protection,  restoration  and  judicious  develop- 
men  o the  coastal  land  and  vjater  resources  for  this,  and  succeeding 
generations.  Balancing  economic  development  needs  and  environmental’ 

protection  requirements  is  an  important  objective  of  coastal  resourr-o 
management.  wua*. 

The  Lake  Michigan  coastal  area  in  Illinois  is  a valuable  resource  for 
the  citizens  of  ^le  State.  The  Illinois  Coastal  Zone  Management  Proeram 
in^coopcration  with  units  of  government  at  all  levels  and  concerned 
citizens,  IS  currently  formulating  potential  solutions  to  the  manv  complex 

Mlct-n:  shores  oi 

Michi.go.n.  ^ E-vampxes  these  important  coastal  problems  include,  but 

nut  litrar-eci  to:  severe  shoreline  erosion,  protection  of  public  drink- 

ig  waLOi  s.^pply,  inadequate  capacities  of  recreational  facilities 

competing  and  conflicting  demands  for  water  resources,  and  polluted 

dredge  material  disposal  for  Calumet  Harbor.  Management  and  protection 

C 7 resources  is  the  primary  concern  of  C.Z.M.  Therefore 

pro*>ram  progiam;  C.Z^M.  is  a v^ater  resources  management 

program  wxth  a land  use  component,  a crucial  distinction  which  determ.-res 
Uie  prcbiciu- solving  orientation  and  emphasis  of  the  C.Z.M.  programs. 

By  the  end  of  the  second  cf  throe  years  in  the  planning  phase,  th^ 
x-linois  Co^sta-.  Zone  Management  Program  will  develop  a comprehensive 

o.  pronlem-.solving  recorro-aendations , including  identification  of 
e m^ans  tor  managing  lana  and  water  uses  within  the  coastal  zone  deter- 

coastal  zone  and  developing  management  guide- 
incs  foi  geographic  areas  of  particular  concern." 

the  co.-stal  zone  is  a fnndamental  element  of 
the  pjogiam  because  tne  jurisdictional  limits  of  the  program  are  delin-atcd 

by  thrs  boundary.  The  boundary  of  the  coastal,  zone  is  defined  by  tL  fcif 
iOV7ing  three  factors:  ^ uy  me  rc  i 


(1)  those  shorelands  the  uses  of  which  have  a 

potential  "direct  and  significant  impact  on 
coastal  waters"; 


geographic  areas  of  particular  concern;  and 
(3)  the  extent  of  the  State's  coastal  waters. 


Til  is  paper  addresses  the  second  of  these  three 
areas  of  particular  concern  along  the  Illinois 


factors,  namely  geographic 
shore  of  Lake  Michigan. 
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Definition  cf  "Geographic  Areas  of  Particular  Concern’’ 

Geographic  areas  of  particular  concern  (GAPC)  are  areas  in  Lal'.e  Michigan 
and  the  adjacent  shorelands  which  merit  special  att.cntion  in  the  planning 
and  implementation  phases  of  the  Illinois  Coastal  Zone  Management  Program. 
Under  the  Federal  Act,  participating  States  must  identify,  evaluate  and 
designate  specific  locations  on  their  shorelands  which  should  receive 
special  management.  Identifying  these  areas  is  a major  activity  of  the 
second  year  of  the  Illinois  Coastal  Zone  Management  Program.  The  rules 
and  regulacicns  promulgated  by  the  U.S.  Departmenc  of  Commerce  to  implemen 
the  Federal  C.Z.M.  Act  specify  ttie  foilov/ing  eight  categories  of  potential 
G/d?C's; 

1.  Areas  of  unique,  scarce,  fragile,  pristine, 
undisturbed  or  vulnerable  natural  habitat, 
physical  features,  historical  significance, 
cultural  value  and  .scenic  importance; 

2.  Areas  of  high  natural  productivity  or  essen- 
tial habitat  for  living  resources  including 
threatened  and  endangered  species,  fish  and 
wildlife,  and  the  various  trophic  levels  in 
the  food  web  critical  to  their  V7ell-being; 

3.  Areas  of  substantial  recreational  value  and/or 
opportunity ; 

4.  Areas  where  developments  and  facilities  are 
dependent  upon  the  utilization  of,  or  access 
to  coastal  waters. 

5.  Areas  of  unique  geologic  or  topographic 
significance  presently  used  or  uniquely  suited 
for  intense  use  by  comiaercial , industrial, 
utility  and  transportation  development; 

6.  Areas  of  urban  concentration  v.here  shoreline 
utilization  and  vjater  use  are  highly  competitive 
or  which  are  under  intense  development  or  re- 
development pressures; 

7.  Areas  of  significant  hazards  if  developed,  due 
to  storms,  slides,  floods,  coastal  erosion, 
set tilenect , etc . ; 

8.  Areas  needed  to  protect,  maintain  or  replenish 
coastal  lands  or  resources  such  as  aquifer  re- 
charge areas,  coastal  flood  plains,  sand  dunes, 
reefs,  beaches,  offshore  sand  deposits,  bluffs 
and  mineral  resource  areas. 
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llie  staff  of  the  Illinois  Coastal  Zone  Kanagement  Program  cUiveloped  the 
following  additional  factors  which  may  assist  in  the  further  evaluation 
of  potential  GAPC's: 


1. 

2. 


4. 


5. 

6. 


Environmental  vulnerability  or  sensitivity 

Degree  to  which  the  area  is  undergoing,  or 
is  susceptible  to,  a transition  in  use  or 
character 

Coniplexity  of  the  problems  in  the  area 
Intensity  of  the  existing  use  by  the  public 
Degree  of  competition  for  use  of  the  area's 


resources 

Extent  of  hazard  to  health  or  safety 


7.  Degree  and  immediacy  of  need  for  public  action 

8.  Economic  value 

9.  Ecological  value 

10.  Value  if  reclaimed  or  restored 

Note:  The  commercial,  industrial,  residential  and 

recreational  needs  studies,  and  the  natural 
and  man-made  resources  capability  analyses 
presently  being  prepared  for  the  Program,  will 
determine  the  magnitude  of  these  factors. 


Examples  of  potential  GAPC's  in  the  Illinois  coastal  area  include  the 
following : 

-r  Illinois  Beach  State  Park  due  to  its  substantial 
ecological  and  recreational  value; 

-I-  several  large  offshore  sand  deposits  that  may 

be  used  in  artificial  beach  nourishment  programs 
for  shoreline  erosion  protection; 

+ certain  geological  formations  in  the  nearshore 
vjaters  of  Lake  Hic’'igan  which  provide  valuable 
fish  spa'^wning  and  habitat  areas;  and 

-1  tlie  port  and  industrial  complex  of  che  Calumet  River 
and  Lake  Calumet  area,  \diich  is  extremely  iinnortant 
to  the  region's  economy  and  dependent  on  coastal 
water  resources. 
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Tne  Illinois  GAPC  Process 


The  Illinois  Coastal  Zone  Manageraent  Program  has  recently  completed  a 
screening  process  for  proposed  geographic  areas  of  particular  concern 
along  the  Illinois  shoreline.  The  nomination,  evaluation  and  designatioii 
sequence  v;ill  be  repeated  a number  of  times  throughout  the  planning 
process.  However,  for  this  important  first  iteration,  the  program 
solicited  nominations  for  GAPC ' s from  the  Program  research  consultants, 
units  of  government  at  ail  levels,  and  private  citizens.  Appended  to 
this  report  is  the  screened  list  of  the  geographic  areas  of  particular* 
concern  nominations  prepared  by  the  Illinois  Coastal  Zone  Management 
Program  staff.  In  total,  seventy-five  separate  GAPC  nominations  v;ere 
received  and  the  follov/ing  table  summarizes  i:he  screened  nominations 
subm.itted  by  the  nominating  entities  for  six  general  GAPC  categories. 


The  following  schedule  highlights  the  important  dates  and  work  elements 
of  the  geographic  areas  of  particular  concern  process: 


November  15  - January  15 

January  15  - January  30 

February  3 

February  9 - March  15 

March  3 
April  i 

May  - June 

The  criteria  and  Illinois  Coastal 
elements  pertaining  to  four  essen 
highlighted  below,  and  v;e  welcome 
formation : 


Submission  of  GAPC  nominations 
by  State  agencies,  citizens, 
local  and  regional  units  of 
government 

Illinois  Coastal  Zone  Management 
Program  staff  evaluation  and 
screening  of  nominations 

Completion  of  staff  GAPC  technical 
paper  including  preliminary  list 
of  screened  proposed  GAPC's 

Municipality,  special  districts 
and  State  agency  evaluation  of 
additional  proposed  GAPC's  v^ithin 
their  jurisdictions 

GAPC  public  meeting 

Designation  of  Illinois'  coastal 
GAPC 

preparation  of  GAPC  management 
guide  Lines 

Zone  Management  Program  staff  work 
tial  components  of  the  Gf\PC  process  are 
your  comments  concerning  this  in- 


TABLE  1.  SUMMi\RY  OF  CONSISTENT  GAPC  NOMINATIONS  BY  CATEGORY 


Total  Nominations;  69 


I.  Evaluation  and  screening  of  GAPC  nominations 
A.  Criteria: 

1.  Consistency  with  GAPC  criteria 
and  factors  listed  on  pages  two 
and  three. 

2.  Direct  relationship  of  GAPC 
nomination  to  coastal  waters; 


B.  Work  Elements: 

1.  Comparison  of  nomination  information 
and  Illinois  Coastal  Zone  Management 
Program  technical  reports; 

2.  Elimination  of  inconsistent  nominations; 

3.  Consolidation  of  duplicative  nominations; 

A.  Map  screened  GAPC  ' s ; 

5.  Prepare  summajy  report  and  proposed 
GAPC  inventory; 

6.  Explanation  via  correspondence  of  approval, 
modification  or  rejection  for  each  GAPC 
nomination ; 

7.  Request  State  agency  review  of  proposed 
GAPC's,  and  indication  of  level  of  State 
interest  in  each  area; 


II.  Formulation  of  GAPC  designation  criteria  for  Illinois  Coastal  Zone 
Management  Program  reviev?  and  final  designation 

A.  Preliminary  Criteria 

1.  Problem  solving  importance; 

2.  Urgency  of  problems  and  immediacy  of 
need  for  public  action  in  the  proposed 
GAPC ; 

3.  Adequacy  of  e:<isting  management  or  pro- 
tection tor  the  proposed  GAPC; 
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A.  Adequacy  of  management  for  the  proposed 
GAPC  by  otlier  Illinois  Coastal  Zone 
Management  Program  policies; 


B.  Work  Elements: 

1.  Test  criteria  on  prototype  GAPC; 

2,  Modify  and  refine  criteria  if  necessary; 


III.  Detailed  Evaluation  of  screened  GAPC's 
A.  VJork  Elements: 

1.  Provide  to  each  m.unicipality , special 
district  and  State  agency  the  screened 
inventory  of  proposed  GAPC's,  and  both 
the  screening  and  designation  criteria; 

2.  Request  consideration  of  additional 
proposed  GAPC's  V7ithin  their  juris- 
dictions and  explanations  of  their 
recommendations  concerning  these 
proposed  GAPC's,  and  their  prioriti- 
zation of  the  GAPC's  vjithin  their  juris- 
d iction. 


IV.  Illinois  Coastal  Zone  Management  - GAPC  Designation 
A.  Work  Elements: 

1.  Consideration  of  the  recommendations 
received  from  local  and  State  units 
of  government 

2.  Insure  that  the  designated  GAPC  boundaries 
are  adequate  for  resource  management  and 
problem-solving,  and  consistent  with  the 
coastal  zone  boundary; 

3.  Map  designated  GAPC  s and  prepare  summary 
report. 
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V.  preparation  of  GAPC  inanagcment  guidelines  by  inter  jurisdictional 
v^ork  group . 

A.  Work  Elements: 

1.  Organize  and  direct  the  interagency  work 
group  for  each  GAPC; 

2.  negotiate  contracts  vjitVi  municipalities 

and  other  involved  p>ublic  end  private  parti- 
cipants  in  this  process; 

3.  Prepare  basic  GAPC  management  guidelines 
and  format  concerning  priorities,  permitted 
uses,  and  performance  standards  and  imple- 
mentation policies  including  identification 

of  areas  requiring  preservation  or  restoration. 

4.  Direct  and  coordinate  the  planning  activities 

of  each  inter jurisd ictiona 1 work  group  involving 
local,  regional.  State  and  Federal  officials; 

5.  Provide  professional  technical  support  and 
consultation; 

Preparation  qfC£?C  Management  Guidelines. 

As  discussed  in  the  previous  section,  once  a potential  GAPC  has  been  eval- 
uated and  designated  by  the  Illinois  Coastal  Zone  Management  Program, 
guidelines  for  the  management  of  the  area's  land  and  water  resources  will 
be  prepared.  The  formulation  of  these  management  guidelines  will  be 
directed  by  the  complexity  of  the  area's  problems,  the  sensitivities  of 
the  land  and  water  resources,  and  the  goals  and  objectives  of  the  concerned 
units  of  government.  Since  most  GAPC ' s are  of  concern  to  more  than  one 
level  of  government,  a multi-agency  v;ork  group  involving  the  concerned 
local,  regional,  State  and  Federal  agencies  will  be  established  to  assess 
the  area's  problems  and  develop  potential  solutions.  The  social  and 
economic  studies,  including  the  coastal  resource  utilization  demand  analyses 
and  projections  conducted  by  the  Northeastern  Illinois  Planning  Commission 
for  the  Illinois  Program  will  be  of  great  value  in  this  process.  The 
physical  and  biological  studies  conducted  by  the  Illinois  Geological  Survey 
and  the  Illinois  Natural  History  Survey  for  the  Program  (which  V7ill  be 
i.ntegrated  v?ith  other  sources  of  information  to  develop  a resource  capability 
or  sensitivity  analysis) , will  also  be  a critical  component  in  the  develop- 
ment of  the  management  guidelines. 

Tine  management  strategy  developed  for  eacVi  geographic  area  of  particular 
concern  by  the  inter  jurisdictional  work  groups  v/ill  include  several  im- 
portant policy  statements.  First,  a statement  regarding  the  permitted 
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resource  uses  v.’hlch  are  compatibli?.  V7lth  the  area's  resource  capability- 
sensitivity  analysis  will  be  defined.  Gccoiidly,  as  a product  of  the 
resource  demand  studies  and  the  goals  and  objectives  of  the  concerned 
agencies,  priorities  for  the  utilization  of  the  land  and  v;ater  resources 
in  each  area  v;hich  are  consistent  with  the  resource  capability-sensitivity 
analysis  will  be  established.  Thirdly,  essential  per formance  requirements 
for  limiting  factors  to  construction  and  development,  such  as  soil  erosion 
axid  sedimentation  hazards,  will  be  specified  to  minimize  adverse  environ- 
mental impacts  on  the  coastal  environment.  Finally,  tl.e  respective  roles 
for  the  concerned  govertxmental  agencies  must  be  determined  to  insure  the 
expeditious  resolution  of  problems  and  adequate  resource  protection  for 
the  areas  of  particular  concern.  The  management  guidelines  v/ill  specify 
desirable  capital  improvement  programs  and  will  identify  additional 
necessary  studies  and  data  requirements. 


Means  of  Management  for  Geographic  Areas  of  Particu lar  C oncern 

The  designation  of  a G/vPC  and  therefore,  the  inclusion  of  that  area  within 
the  boundary  of  the  coastal  zone  implies  the  Illinois  Coastal  Zone  Manage- 
ment Program  will  participate  in  the  management  of  the  area's  resources. 

The  specific  form  of  management  assistance  that  the  Program  will  provide 
will  vary  according  to  the  nature  of  the  area's  problems,  the  magnitude 
of  the  potential  impact  on  the  coastal  waters,  and  the  need  for  State 
involvement  in  assuring  adequate  resource  management. 

A primary  goal  of  the  Illinois  Coastal  Zone  Management  P>'ogram  is  to 
establish  and  maintain  an  effective  State- local  problem-solving  partnership 
for  the  management  of  coastal  resources.  There  are  certain  strengths  and 
weaknesses  inherent  in  local  and  State  levels  of  management.  The  key  to 
an  effective  management  system  for  the  entire  shoreline,  and  especially 
for  geographic  areas  of  particular  concern  is  to  capitalize  on  the  positive 
aspects  of  each  level  and  minimize  the  V7eaknesses.  A full  partnersliip  of 
local  and  State  management  techniques  and  resources  can  accomplish  this 
problem  solving  objective. 

While  the  specific  means  for  such  a State-local  resource  management 
partnership  are  not  finalized,  the  following  components  are  presently 
defined ; 

1.  The  State  will  continue  to  protect  and  manage 
the  public  trust  resources  of  Lake  Michigan 
(the  waters  and  bed  of  the  Lake)  through  the 
Division  of  V7ater  Resources  Structure  and  Fill 
Permit  System.  The  Division,  pursuant  to 
existing  statutory  authority,  will  develop  a 
structure  and  fill  regulatory  program  for  the 
100  year  coastal  flood  plain,  to  reduce  future 
flood  damages  to  public  and  private  properties. 
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2.  Ihe  State,  through  the  Illinois  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  will  also  continue  to  implement 
the  air  and  water  pollution  abatement  programs 
mandated  by  Federal  lav;. 

3.  The  Illinois  Coastal  Zone  Management  Program,  in 
cooperation  v;ith  local  units  of  government  and  other 
concerned  State  agencies,  v7ill  establish  broad 
criteria  and  guidelines  pertaining  to  plans,  policies 
and  priorities  for  coastal  resource  management  in 
areas  vjith  the  physical  potential  for  significant 
impact  on  coastal  waters  and  in  areas  of  particular 
concern  vdiich  require  special  management. 

4.  The  Program  v;ill  provide  technical,  engineering 

and  financial  assistance  to  local  units  of  government 
for  coastal  problem-solving  actions  and  for  specific 
implementation  of  the  GAPC  management  guidelines  in 
accordance  with  State  criteria. 

5.  Hie  Program  will  increase  the  efficiency  of  the 
coastal  management  process  at  all  levels  of  government 
through  activity  coordination,  procedural  simplification 
and  insuring  Federal  consistency  with  the  State  C.Z.M. 
program. 

The  case  of  the  high  bluff  erosion  hazard  areas  is  representative  of  the 
potential  for  a full  State/local  partnership  in  managing  an  area  of 
particular  concern.  The  Illinois  Coastal  Zone  Management  Program  will 
delineate  a shoreline  recession  hazard  area  (e.g.  50,  75  or  100  years) and 
-establish  broad  coastal  erosion  and  sedi.raentation  control  criteria  for 
this  area.  Local  communities  v;ould  then  develop  specific  ordinances  regu- 
lating construction  design  and  location  v;ithin  this  designated  erosion 
hazard  area.  The  Program  would  in  turn  provide  technical  and  financial 
assistance  for  bluff  protection  and  stabilization  and  implementation  of  the 
specific  provisions  of  the  local  ordinance.  A serious  limitation  of  previous 
efforts  by  other  coastal  states  in  developing  criteria  for  specific  local 
implementation  has  been  the  financial  burden  of  regulation  and  administration 
to  local  units  cf  government.  The  Illinois  Coastal  Zone  Manage-ment  Program 
will  alleviate  this  financial  problem  by  providing  funds  to  local  units 
of  government  for  the  administration  of  these  resource  management  programs. 

It  should  be  recognized,  however,  that  in  order  for  the  Illinois  Coastal 
Zone  Management  Program  to  bo  eligible  for  Federal  implementation  funding, 
the  Program  must  have  the  authority  to  implement  necessary  resource 
management  programs  if  local  units  of  government  elect  not  to  participate. 
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The  State  does  not  seek  to  usurp  local  prerogatives  in  land  use 
management,  but  rather  desires  to  exert  its  authorized  responsibilities 
more  effectively  and  equitably,  either  directly  or  through  the  proper 
delegation  of  responsibility,  and  to  assist  local  units  of  government 
in  the  management  of  their  resources,  solving  their  problems  and  pro- 
tecting Lake  Michigan,  one  of  the  State’s  greatest  natural  resources. 

This  partnership  will  assure  that  the  publicly  adopted  goals  and  objectives 
and  recognized  responsibilities  are  indeed  implemented. 
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APPENDIX  I 


IUKMXjDT-  ^CSEE^'T:D  CAPC  NOMINATIONS 
(CONSISTENT) 


i-  OF 

LOCATION  OF  PROPOSED 

OTHER 

NOM- 

ERTNICIPAL 

GAPC 

NOMINATION  CATEGORY 

FACTORS 

INATIONS 

JURISDICTION 

1. 

Entire  111.  Beach  St.  Park 

Recreation  & Ecological 
Value 

Shore  Erosion 

4 

Zion  - Winthrop 
Harbor 

2. 

Entire  Ravine  System 

Erosion  Potential 

Ecological 

Value 

3 

Winthrop  Harbcr- 
Winnetka 

3. 

Zion  Nuclear  Reactor 

Intense  Utility  Davelop- 
meat 

Visual  Impact 

2 

Zion 

4. 

North  Waukegan  Harbor 

Intense  Industrial 
Development 

Recreation 

Potential 

3 

VJaukegan 

5. 

Port  of  Waukegan 

Recreation  Value 

Offshore  Sand 
Supply 

4 

Vlaukegan 

6. 

South  Vlaukegan  Harbor 

Industrial  Potential 

Recreation 

Potential 

2 

Waukegan 

7. 

Foss  Park 

Recreatl on  Va lue 

Shore  Erosion 

1 

North  Chicago 

8. 

Lake  Bottom  Offshore  of 
Great  Lakes  Base 

Potential  Sand  Supply 

1 

State  of  111. 

9. 

Shore  Acres  Country 
Club 

Recreation  Potential 

Shore  Erosion 

1 

Lake  Bluff 

10. 

High  Bluff  Shore  of 
Illinois  coastline 

Actix'e  or  Potential 
Shoro-lirosion-Kazard 

Recreation 

Value 

3 

Lake  Bluff  - 
Winnetka 

11. 

Sunrise  Park 

Recreation  Value 

Shore  Erosion 

2 

Lake  Bluff 

12. 

Lake  Forest  Nature 
Preserve 

Ecological  Value 

Shore  Erosion 

1 

Lake  Forest 

13. 

Lakeshore  Country  Club 

Recreation  Value 

Developmcnta 1 
Potentia 1 

1 

Glencoe 

14. 

Glencoe  Public  Beach 

Recreation  Value 

2 

Glencoe 

15. 

Gilson  Park 

Recreation  Value 

2 

Vlilmette 

16. 

Wilmette  Harbor 

Recreation  Value 

Offshore  Sand 

1 

Wilmette 

17. 

Lake  Bottom  Offshore  of 
Vlilmetce  Harbor  - N.W.U. 

Offshore  Sand  Supply 

1 

State  of  111. 

18. 

Lakefront  P.srk  6 Shore 

Recreation  Value 

Shore  Erosion 

1 

Evanston 

19. 

South  Boulevard  Beach 
Park  & Shore 

Recreation  Value 

Shore  Erosion 

1 

Evanston 

20. 

Howard  St.  - Hollywood 
Blvd.  Shore 

Intense  Residential 
Development 

Inadequate 
Access  - Shore 
Erosion 

2 

Chicago 

21. 

Holly\>.’ood  - Irving  Park 
Shore 

Recreation  Value 

Shore  Erosion 

2 

Chicago 

22. 

Chicago  Harbors  & Lagoons 

Recreation  Value  , 

Chemical  Sinks 

2 

Chicago 

23. 

Lincoln  Park  Shore 

Recreation  Value 

Shore  Erosion 

2 

Chicago 

24. 

North  Ave.  Beach  - South 

Shore  Erosion 

Recreation 

Value 

1 

Chicago 
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f?  OF 

LOCATION  OF  PKOPOSED 

OTHER 

NOM- 

MUNICIPAL 

GAPC 

NOMINATION  CATEGORY 

FACTORS  INATIONS 

JURISDICTION 

25. 

Navy  Pier  - Chicago  River 

Recreation  Value 

Intense 

Development 

4 

Chicago 

26. 

South  Grant  Park  - 

Rrcrent ional  Value  - 

Transpor taticn 

2 

Chicago 

Burnham  Park 

Development  Potential 

27. 

I.C.  Air  Rights  12th  St.  - 
47th  St. 

Development  Potential 

2 

Chicago 

28. 

Lake front  - 22nd  Street  - 
29th  Street 

Recreation  Value 

1 

Chicago 

23. 

Jackson  Park 

Recreation  Value 

Devel opment 
Pressure 

2 

Cii  icago 

30. 

South  Shore  Country  Club 
67th  St.  - 71st  St. 

Recreation  Value 

Cultural  Value 

4 

Chicago 

31. 

Rainbow  Beach  A.rea 

Intense  Development 

Shore  Erosion 

2 

Chicago 

32. 

Lakebed  Offshore  of 
U.S.  Steel 

Development  Pres.sure 

Water  Quality  * 

2 

Chicago 

33. 

Calumet  River  and  Harbor 

Intense  Development 

Vlater  Quality 

4 

Chicago 

Area 

Recreation  Value 
Commercial  Port  Needs 

34. 

South  Calumet  Park 

Recreation  Value 

1 

Chicago 

35. 

Wolf  Lake 

Recreation  - Ecological 
Value 

3 

Chicago 

36. 

Hard  Substrate  Nearshore 

Ecological  Value 

Foundation 

O 

State  of 

of  I.ake  Michigan 

Suitability 

Illinois 

The  following  CAPC  Nominations  are  inconsistent 

with  the  screening 

criter 

ia 

and,  therefore,  will  not  receive  further  evaluation  in  the  GAPC 

process 

I.  a. 

Great  I.akes  Naval  Base 

Intensive  Development 

1 

N.  Chicago 

b. 

Fort  Sheridan 

Intensive  Dev'elopment 

Shore  Erosion 

2 

Highvjood 

Explanation:  Federal 

military  installations  are 

specifically  exempted  from 

the  State's  CZM  Program  by  the  U.S 

. Coastal  Zone  Mana 

gement 

.Act  of 

1972  (P.L.  92-5o3) 

2. 

Midway  Plaisance 

Development  Potential 

1 

Chicago 

Explanation:  This  area  does  not  have  a direct  relationship  to  the 

coastal 

waters 

of  Lake  Michigan  and,  therefore,  is  not  within 

the 

purview 

of  coastal  zone  management 

3. 

Povxierhorn  Lake 

Ecological  Value 

1 

Chicago 

Explanation:  Same  as 

Number  2. 

4. 

Deepwater  of  Lake  Michigan 

Ecological  Value 

1 

State  of 
1 1 linois 

Expl.anation:  Tnis  portion  of  I.ake  Michigan  is  c 

onsidered  too  large 

for 

effective  special  management  requi 

red  for  GAPC  ' s . This 

area  is 

currently  protected  by  the 

State. 

5.  a. 

Future  Recreation  Harbors 

Recreational  Value 

1 

Entire  Shore 
line 

b. 

Future  Dredge  Disposal  Sites  Commercial  Navigation  Needs 

1 

Calumet  Area 

Explgna cion : These  nominations  are  substantive  problem  areas  rather  than 

geographic  areas.  The  Program  fully  realises  the  importance 
of  these  needs  and  will  address  both  problems  in  other  elements 
of  the  management  system. 
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